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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the co rrespondence address ~ 

l*»r^ L y ^h LE ° r 6 J k""! 17 2 °°r FAILS TO PLACE TH,S APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Therefore further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this applet on A proper re^v to a 



a) 
b) 



PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 



n 



The period for reply expires 6_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

nntvfnf d h f0r reP ' y e n P ^ eS (1) me mai ' ing date 0fthis Adv feory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later In 
om? v the StatUt0ty peri0d f0r reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final reie^on 
SK/ffl K ° X WHEN ™ E RRST REPLY WAS F,LED WITH,N TWO M0NTHS OF ™ T FINAL ReJecTON See MPEP 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the Detition under 17 pfr 1 ^ . - 

1.E A .Notice of Appeal was filed on 26 January 2004. Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
3 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) H they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) M they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or J 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 

3.Q Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4D 'SSSSSSXZZttStftl — wou,d bea "" 1,able * submi,,ed in a separate - ,im * filea ■"■"*«« 

5m TsyssMS riisssi: assssss* been consldered M does not piace ,he 

6.D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)H will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 1,4.5 and 7-9 . 
Claim (s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. n The drawing correction filed on is a)Q approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No 

10. □ Other: 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) A ,. t . ... 

v ' Application No. 009/936,953 

JonsWerSn^ 2 ' ^ redtati ° n of " 99 " 9 - 50 ^ % °f cosmetic components" is a new issue that will require further search and 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: a) the 35USC 1 12 102 and 103 rejections are 
maintained for reasons of record in the Office Action mailed 7/22/03; b) Applicant's arguments are directed o the newly p Sed 
amendment to the c aims, since this amendment is not being entered, these arguments are moot l^sresSSSiS ^SnS out that a 
showing of unexpected results is not sufficient to overcome an anticipation rejection rebpeciru.iy pointed out mat a 



.2 



